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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the RCE dated September 27, 2005 with the 
amendments to claims 1 and 14 and the cancellation of claims 13, 15 and 18. 
Claims 1-12, 14, 16-17 and 19-20 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12, 14, 16-17 and 19-20 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant's 
arguments focus on the combination of features introduced by the amendment with 
elements that already existed in the claims. The new material is rendered obvious by 
Beach et al. (5,388,268), Frison et al. (6,049,789), Ginter et al. (6,658,568), Sakamoto 
et al. (10-326245), Machida (09-091179), Johnson etal. (5,964,839), Freund 
(5,987,611), Hirokawa (6,697,172) and Wattenberg (6,583,794). 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 09/922,945 
Art Unit: 2137 



Page 3 



4. Claims 1-2 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beach et al. (5,388,268) in view of Frison et al. (6,049,789) in view of Ginter et al. 
(6,658,568) in view of Sakamoto et al. (10-326245) and further in view of Machida (09- 
091179). 

Beach discloses a method and apparatus for providing visual indications of the 
states of a plurality of software processes located in various instruments of a distributed 
computer system comprising a monitor computer for monitoring a computer and a 
monitor-subject computer to be monitored by the monitor computer (Fig. 1) wherein the 
monitor-subject computer records a log of a use state of application software products 
(col. 3, lines 27-36); and the monitor computer acquires the log from the monitor-subject 
computer to calculate a using time and a use rate for each of the application software 
products excluding a time of an idle state and a time and a use rate of the idle state 
(Fig. 2), and outputting a use efficiency (col. 1, lines 27-32). 

Beach does not expressly disclose said monitor-subject computer reads out the 
recorded logs, outputs and transmits them collectively to the monitor computer. 

Frison et al. discloses a system of managing software licenses comprising one or 
more licensor systems (i.e. monitor computer) and one or more licensee (i.e. monitor- 
subject computer), the monitor-subject computers read out the recorded logs, outputs 
and transmits them collectively to the monitor computer (the licensee systems operate 
to monitor operational states and usage data for the software applications (Fig. 1 ; col. 2, 
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line 56 - col. 3, line 7) and licensee systems send state and usage data to a licensor 
system (Fig. 3, col. 4, lines 10-12)). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of reading out the recorded logs, outputting and transmitting 
them collectively to the monitor computer in the system of Beach as Frison discloses so 
as to effectively monitor software products. 

Beach and Frison do not disclose deleting the recorded logs from the monitor- 
subject computer. 

Ginter discloses a system for effectively and efficiently monitoring and measuring 
usage on the local computer comprising deleting the recorded logs from the monitor- 
subject computer (col. 50, lines 48-54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of deleting the recorded logs from the monitor-subject 
computer in the system of Beach and Frison, as Ginter discloses so as to effectively use 
local computer memory. 

Beach, Frison and Ginter do not disclose calculate a using time which is a 
subtraction of idle state time from a time when the application software products are 
activated up to the completion of the application software products. 

Sakamoto discloses calculating a using time which is a subtraction of idle state 
time that is a time period from a time point when a certain time has passed from an 
action of the application software products up to a next action, from a time when the 
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application software products are activated up to the completion of the application 
software products (Drawing 3, paragraphs [0021-0026]). 

It would have been obvious to the one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of calculating a using time with which is a subtraction of idle 
state time that is a time period from a time point when a certain time has passed from 
an action of the application software products up to a next action, from a time when the 
application software products are activated up to the completion of the application 
software products in the system of Beach, Frison and Ginter, as Sakamoto teaches to 
correctly monitoring usage time of products/services. 

However Sakamoto does not disclose use rate of each product, total using time, 
and total idle time of products. 

Machida discloses providing working rate result for respective terminals, 
departments and users for respective applications relating to the time of the active state 
and the inactive state (i.e. idle) of respective application execution windows (Abstract). 

Machida discloses a total using time and total idle state time of all products 
(paragraphs [0006], [0017]) and outputs a use efficiency including the using time and 
use rate for each products and the total idle time (paragraph [0009], [0017]). 

It would have been obvious to the one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of calculating the usage rate of each products, total usage 
time and total idle time in the system of Beach, Frison, Ginter and Sakamoto as 
Machida teaches so as to provide more information for use efficiency. 
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Beach, Frison, Ginter, Sakamoto and Machida do not disclose using rate of idle 

state. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of calculating the usage rate of idle state as the matter of 
design choice so as to provide more parameters in efficiently monitoring use efficiency. 

b) As to claim 14, most of claimed limitation is addressed by the combination 
of Beach, Sakamoto and Machida in above claim 1. 

Machida discloses an example of popular ranking (Drawing 7) (ranking of the 
total reference time). It is a usual practice for a person with an ordinary skill in the art to 
allow a computer to display a list in the predetermined order. It is obvious for a person 
with an ordinary skill in the art to conceive a structure which displays a list of the names 
of monitor-subject computers in the order of the availability factor. 

5. Claims 3-4 and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beach et al. (5,388,268) in view of Frison et al. (6,049,789) in view of Ginter et al. 
(6,658,568) in view of Sakamoto et al. (10-326245) in view of Machida (09-091 179) and 
further in view of Johnson et al. (5,964,839). 

a) As to claims 3-4 and 11-12, Beach does not disclose a monitor computer 
acquires a log of characters input. 
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Johnson discloses data monitoring and collection system comprising a monitor 
computer acquires a log of characters input at a monitor-subject computer (col. 3, lines 
63-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of logging input characters as Johnson teaches in the 
system of Beach, Frison, Ginter, Sakamoto and Machida so as to determine any illegal 
document creation via entered keystrokes and input efficiency based on number of input 
characters. 

b) As to claims 9-10, Beach does not disclose a monitor computer acquires a 
log of software installation/un-installation. 

Johnson discloses data monitoring and collection system comprising a monitor 
computer acquires a log of software installation/un-installation (col. 4, lines 2-5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of logging software installation/uninstallation as Johnson 
teaches in the system of Beach, Frison, Ginter, Sakamoto and Machida so as to 
determine when new application becomes active and any illegal software installation. 

6. Claims 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Beach et al. (5,388,268) in view of Frison et al. (6,049,789) in view of Ginter et al. 
(6,658,568) in view of Sakamoto et al. (10-326245) in view of Machida (09-091 179) and 
further in view of Freund (5,987,61 1). 
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a) As to claims 5-6, Beach does not disclose a monitor computer acquires a 
log of contents of mail transmission/reception. 

Freund discloses system and methods for regulating access and maintaining 
security of individual computer systems and LANs connected to a larger open networks 
including the Internet (col. 1 , lines 24-29) wherein a monitor computer acquires a log of 
contents of mail transmission/reception (Abstract; Fig. 7E). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of logging incoming/outgoing mails as Freund teaches in 
the system of Beach, Frison, Ginter, Sakamoto and Machida so as to analyze and 
detect any unauthorized access to the mail system. 

b) As to claims 7-8, Beach does not disclose a monitor computer acquires a 
log of browsing over the Internet. 

Freund discloses a computing environment with methods for monitoring access 
to an open network wherein a monitor computer acquires a log of browsing over the 
Internet, a list of URLs (Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of logging incoming/outgoing mails as Freund teaches in 
the system of Beach, Frison, Ginter, Sakamoto and Machida so as to analyze and 
detect any unauthorized browsing. 

7. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beach et 
al. (5,388,268) in view of Frison et al. (6,049,789) in view of Ginter et al. (6,658,568) in 
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view of Sakamoto et al. (10-326245) in view of Machida (09-091 179) and further in view 
of Hirokawa (6,697,172). 

Beach discloses a method and apparatus for providing visual indications of the 
states of a plurality of software processes located in various instruments of a distributed 
computer system comprising a monitor computer for monitoring a computer and a 
monitor-subject computer to be monitored by the monitor computer (Fig. 1) wherein the 
monitor-subject computer acquires a log of a use state of application software products 
(col. 3, lines 27-36). However he does not disclose the monitor computer acquires the 
log from the monitor subject computers to calculate a working rate of the application 
software and display a list of the monitor subject computers in an order of the working 
rate. 

Hirokawa discloses a system and method relates to a facsimile apparatus which 
is capable of transmitting measurement data relating to facsimile performance to a 
control center comprising the control center calculates the usage rates of memories of 
the facsimile (Fig. 2, element 19) and displays a list in an order of the usage rate (Fig. 
5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of calculating the usage ratio as Hirokawa teaches in the 
system of Beach, Frison, Ginter, Sakamoto and Machida so as to better track the 
products usage. 
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8. Claims 17 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beach et al. (5,388,268) in view of Frison et al. (6,049,789) in view of Ginter et al. 
(6,658,568) in view of Sakamoto et al. (1 0-326245) in view of Machida (09-091 1 79) in 
view of Freund (5,987,61 1) and in view of Wattenberg (6,583,794). 

Freund discloses a computing environment with methods for monitoring access 
to an open network wherein a monitor computer acquires a log of browsing over the 
Internet, a list of URLs (Abstract) and monitor computer calculates using time and 
viewing time (col. 1 0, line 45 to col. 1 1 , line 28). 

However Freund does not disclose monitor computer classifies the products to 
be used or home pages to be accessed into specific items and display using and 
viewing time for each classification. 

Wattenberg discloses an interface system for web site maintenance wherein 
home pages are assigned to specific categories and usage rate of each category is 
monitored (col. 17, lines 51-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of classifying products to be used or home pages to be 
accessed into specific items and monitor each classification accordingly as Wattenberg 
teaches in the system of Beach, Frison, Ginter, Sakamoto, Machida and Freund so as 
to monitoring the popularity of a web site and individual, specific web pages (col. 17, 
lines 58-60). 
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Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Minh Dieu Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3873. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:00-2:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2100. 
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Examiner 
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